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PER CURIAM:

Samuel H. Sloan appeals the district court’s orders dismissing his civil complaint
and denying reconsideration.” We have reviewed the record and find no reversible error.
Accordingly, we affirm for the reasons stated by the district court. Sloan v. Childress,
No. 3:18-cv-00260-MHL (E.D. Va. Sept. 6, 2019 & May 14, 2020). We dispense with
oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the
materials before this court and argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED

* Although Sloan did not file a new or an amended notice of appeal following the
district court’s order denying reconsideration, his informal brief serves as the functional
equivalent of a notice of appeal from the reconsideration order. See Smith v. Barry, 502
U.S. 244, 248-49 (1992).



